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AMAN CHAUDHARY, J. (ORAL) 

Prayer made in the present petition for quashing the selection 

of respondents No.6 to 17 made pursuant to the 

28.03.2008, Annexure P-1, might not even be surviv

of time, especially in wake of there being no interim order. 

Learned counsel states that despite best efforts, he is also 

unable to establish contact with the petitioner. 

Disposed of, reserving the petitioner with a liberty 
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Advocate, for the petitioner. 

Mr. Arvind Mittal, Advocate and     
Mr. Sarvjeet Singh Thakur, Advocate,    

Mr. Madan Sandhu, Advocate for     
respondents No.8, 13 to 15, 17, 18 and 20.  

Prayer made in the present petition for quashing the selection 

of respondents No.6 to 17 made pursuant to the advertisement dated 

1, might not even be surviving due to the efflux 

of time, especially in wake of there being no interim order.  

Learned counsel states that despite best efforts, he is also 

unable to establish contact with the petitioner.  

Disposed of, reserving the petitioner with a liberty to get it 

still subsists. 
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